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From the (Boston) Universalist Magazine. 
REMARKS ON ROMANS vi. 7. 

: « For he that is dead is freed from sin.” 

A difference of opinion concerning the apostle’s 
yeaning in these words has been entertained. The 
yest way to settle a controverted point is to discuss it 
iirly and dispassionately, each one stating his views, 
with the evidences that lead him to adopt them. 
The writer of this knows very well that some of his 
brethren to whose judgment he has always paid de- 
ference, entertain views of this passage unlike his 
own; he, therefore, has often been led to think, 
either that they have not given the subject a minute 
examination, or have made up their minds without 
sufficiently considering the connexion in which the 
passage is found. 

The main design of the apostle in the fifth chap- 
ter of this epistle appears to have been to set forth, 
by way of antithesis, the extent of sin and death on 
the one hand, and the extent of life through Jesus 
Christ on the other. “ As by the offence of one 
judgment came upon all men to condemnation ; 
even so by the righteousness of one, the free gift 
came upon all men unto justification of life. For 
as by one man’s disobedience many were made sin- 
ners; so by the obedience of one shal! many (i.e. 
as Wakefield, Parkhurst, and many other critics 
render hot polloit, the many, the mulutude, the 
whole bulk of mankind,) be made righteous.” The 

apostle then asserts in the clearest and boldest man- 
ner, that the law entered for the purpose that the 
offence might that wherever sin 
ibounded grace did much more abound: the conse- 
juence of all which would be, “that as sin hath 
reigned unto death, even so, (i. e. co-extensively) 
might grace reign through righteousness unto eter- 
nal life, by Jesus Christ our Lord.” , 

The apostle then anticipates an objection, with 
which the sixth chapter commences, and an objec- 
tion, too, which is even to this day made to the doc- 
trine of unlimited and wiumphant grace by those 
who, in their words, turn “the grace of God into 
lasciviousness.” And this objection Was, that the 
doctrine he had then tanght them exerted an evil 
influence upon those who believed it, by inducing 
them to continue in sin that grace might abound. 
He proceeds to refute this objection by showing 
that divine grace had a tendency to prevent men 
from sinning. This grace had abounded unto life 
inthem. They were “dead indeed unto sin, but 
alive unto God through Jesus Christ our Lord.”— 
Hence he asks the question in the second verse, 
“ How shall we that are dead to sin live any longer 
therein >” He then shows the manner in which they 


abound, and 





were dead to sin: from which he goes on to draw + 
parallel, placing Christ with what he had experi- 
enced on the one hand, and them, with their condi- 
tion and obligation on the other. He speaks of 
the death of Christ and of the death of believers 
lo sin, and uses the word death in thes two senses. 
He parallels their deadness fo sin, » ch the death of 
Christ, by which he was delivered from all corrup- 
tion ; their newness of life, with the resurrection of 
Christ by the glory of the Father; and infers that 
they should not serve sin from the fact, that the 
state into which Christ had entered was free from 
sin. Now let us trace out the reasoning and parallel 
of the apostle verse after verse. 

He had asked the question, as I have already no 
ticed, “ How shall we that are dead to sin live any 
longer therein?” He then inquires, “know ye 
not, that so many of us as were bapuzed imto Je- 
sus Christ were baptized into his death ?” i. e. mto 
the likeness of it. To be baptized into Christ is to 
be baptized into his spirit and temper ; it is to “ put 
on Christ;” it isto be “ made like unto the Son of 
God.” This was the way (see verse 4) in which 
they were “ buried with him by baptism into death,” 
namely, death to sin. From this the apostle infers 
they should not continue in sin. See his words; 
“ that like as Christ was raised up from the dead by 
the glory of the Father, even so we also should 
walk in newness of life.” Here yeu see the pa- 
raliel and the inference; that as Christ had entered 
into a state of life, so they should “walk in new- 
ness of life.” The reason of this is made to appear 
in the next verse. “For if we have been planted 
together in the likeness of his death, we shall be also 
in the likeness of his resurrection.” That is, if 
they had actually been buried with him by baptism, 
or, in other words, been imbued in his spirit and 
temper, the natural consequence would be that their 
new and spiritual condition would be in the like- 
ness of his resurrection, a state of newness of life. 
The apostle then continues, “ knowing this, that 
our old man is crucified with him, that the body of sin 
might be destroyed, that henceforth we should not 
serve sin.” Why not serve sin ? For the same reason 
that they “ should walk in newness of life.” Christ 
had been “ raised up from the dead by the glory of 
the Father,” hence they “ should walk in newness 
of life :” if they had been “ planted together in the 
likeness of his death,” they should “ be also in the 
likeness of his resurrection ;” their “old man,” 
their “ body of sin,” was crucified with him and 
destroyed, that henceforth they should not serve 
sin, because “he that is dead is freed from sin.” 
As if he had said, the state into which Christ has 




































































































































































26 GOSPEL 





HERALD. 





= 








entered is free from sin, and therefore we should 
not serve sin. Thus he brings his parallel and rea- 
soning toaconclusion. Christ had died, their body 
of sin was crucified with him; Christ had been 
raised from the dead, they should walk in newness 
of life; “he that is dead is freed from sin,” hence- 
forth “ they should not serve sin.” It appears to 
me, if we do not admit, that Paul meant he that is 
dead in the literal sense, is freed from sin, we 
leave one side of his parallel incomplete, and 
make his reasoning inconclusive ; we seem to take 
away the very key-stone from which the whole 
arch receives its strength. Why should the apos- 
tle parallel the crucifixion of their body of 
sin with the crucifixion of Christ; their resurrec- 


tion into a new stateof life with the resurrection of 


Christ, and not consider (what was, to say the least, 
as important as any of the rest) the purity of the 
resurrection state as a motive for the Roman Chris- 
tians to be pure. John says, “ and every man that 
hath this hope in him purifieth hiniself, even as he 
(Christ)is pure.” But Paul forgot all about the pu- 
rity of Christ in his immortal existence, unless we 
allow that he spoke of the future state when he said, 
“ he that is dead is freed from sin ;” for this is the 
only verse in the whole chapter in which he can be 
supposed to have spoken of the purity of that state. 

It appears to me furthermore, that the words 
which immediately succeed the controverted pas- 
sage lead us to understand it in application to literal 
death. Let us then read the passage in connexion 
with what follows. “For he that is dead is freed 
from sin. Now, if we be dead with Christ, we be- 
lieve that we shall also live with him.” Here let 
me ask, why did the apostle say, if we be dead with 
Christ 2” What need was there of adding the 
words with Christ, unless he had referred to the 
literal death of Christ? If he had referred to the 
believer’s death to sin, it would have been sufficient 
to have said, “ now, if we be dead.”—But as he evi- 
dently referred to the literal death of Christ, we 
see the propriety of his saying, “now, if we be 
dead with Christ,” which was the same that he 
meant in the fourth verse by being “ buried with 
him by baptism into death.” 

It also appears to me evident that the apostle in 
the words before us meant to propose an example 
to those to whom he was writing. “ Henceforth 
we should not serve sin. For he that is dead is 
freed from sin.”— Now is it not absurd to suppose 
that he meant to make them an example unto them- 
selves? What propriety would there be in telling 
them not to serve sin because they did not serve 
sin? Yet this is involved in the supposition that 
the apostle did not allude to literal death. 

I may remark here that this explanation repre- 
sents the resurrection state as it is represented by 
ihe apostle in 1 Cor. xv. where he says that “ the 
dead shall be raised incorruptible,” and implies, to 
say no more, that sin, the sting of death, will in that 
state have no existence. 

But it may be said that Paul probably alluded in 
the passage before us to his brethren who had be- 
come dead to sin, because he says near the close of 


ee 
the chapter that they were made free from sin 
This does not in the least invalidate what I have 
said. For I may allow that they were entirely free 
from sin without any inconsistency. In fact, | 
have contended that the apostle exhorted them not 
to serve sin, or, in other words, to be free from jt. 
because the state into which their master had enter. 
ed was free from sin. 

Thus have I given my views of the passage, ang 
the reasons why I have adopted them. And I cop. 
fess it appears one of the most glorious truths that 
revelation discloses, that the future is an incorrupti- 
ble state of existence. Jesus, while on earth, was 
nota sinner. He took part of flesh and blood; 
“he took on him the seed of Abraham ;” “ jn 4) 
things it behooveth him to be made like unto bis 
brethren ;” he “ was in all points tempted lke as 
we are, yet without sin.” So that unless he be 
tempted now in all points like as w@ are, the change 
which he experienced was a constitutional change 
“Flesh and blood cannot inherit the kingdom of 
God, neither doth corruption inherit incorruption.” 
Hence I understand Paul as meaning that “ he that 
is dead is free from sin” constitutionally, for Christ 
always was free in every other sense. And unless 
the apostle refers to this constitutional state of pu- 
rity when he speaks of the “ spiritual body” and 
“ the image of the heavenly,” it is difficult tor me t 
conceive what he means. [In view of this subject 
we may apply to ourselves the apostie’s words, © For 
if we have been planted together im the likeuess of 
his death, we shall be also in the likeness of his re 
surrection.” Ricuarps. 

REMARKS ON THE ABOVE. 

We are pleased with the candour which dictated 
and accompanied the remarks on Rom. vi. 7. Ii 
the writer of them has advanced an erroneous sen- 
timent or proposition, in relation to the chapter he 
quoted from, his sincerity in believing on, what ap- 
peared to him, good evidence, will plead i his fa- 
voura sufficient excuse. But, we must couless, 
that we have not yet seen the subject precisely in 
the light which it appeared in to R. 

We have sometimes discovered an effort to main 
tain important features of doctrine, and to establisii 
the truth of certain positions which have a great 
bearing on the main subject of discussion, by dog 
matizing on an abstract sentence—that is, an affir- 
mation which is positive in itself, and unequivocal, 
when considered abstractly from the connexion 
where it belongs ; but is, can, may, or must be, sus- 
ceptible of a different construction by the qualifica- 
tion of its connecting members. Itis, however, 2 
fact, that there are truths, which are the same in all 
respects, whether considered abstractly or not. 
But even a truth of this description, may with rea- 
son be questioned by any person who is ignorant ot 
the positive evidence on which it is founded, and 
who only meets with it in conjunction with extra- 
neous matter or propositions. 

The question which has an important bearing on 
the subject under discussion,’is, What are we to un- 
derstand by the term death in the passage? It's 
a common expression to say, of a man, he is “ dead 
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to every noble sentiment ;” that is, he, the man, is 
destitute of, and has nothing to do with, noble sen- 
timents. Therefore, to be dead to sin, is to be done 
with sin; to have nothing to do with sin ; to be des- 
On the other hand, to be “alive to 
righteousness” is to have to do with righteousness; 


titute of sin. 


the party spoken of, makes righteousness his first and 
great concern; so much so, that he is dead to, in- 
sensible of other objects. Consequently, whatever 
: man is dead to, he has nothing to do with. The 
blind man is physically dead to sight or seeing. 
The deaf and dumb man, is dead to hearing and 
talking. 

Death tn sin, and death fo sin, are both spoken of 
by the apostle in this chapter. “The wages of sin 
is death.” Now the party who is “ freed from sin,” 
the wages of which is death, is dead to that sin. 

It appears to us, that Paul is speaking of the 
death of the “old man.” 
himself and his believing brethren in the present 
tense. The death, then, is plainly declared in the 
8th verse, “ Now, if we be dead with Christ, we 
believe we shall also live with him.” This is the 
death which frees the party fiom sin ;—this is the 
death that Paul and his brethren died to sin.— 
Therefore Paul says, verse 13th, “ Yield yourselves 
unto God, as those tiat are alive from the dead.” 
Again. Verse 18th, “ Being then made free from 
sin, ye became the 
Again. 


servants of righteousness.” 
Verse 20th, “ For when ye were the ser- 
vants of sin, ye were free from righteousness.” 
Again. Verse 22d, “But now being made free 
from sin, and become servants to God, ye have your 
fruit unto holiness, and the end everlasting life.” 
The conclusion, then, must be this—If to be dead, 
is to be free from sin, then Paul and his brethren 
were dead, when they were free from sin! Also, 
if tobe free from sin, is to be dead, then Paul and 
his brethren were free from sin, when they were 
dead. How, in the name of common sense, could 
Paul undertake to prove an effect antecedent to 
the cause? Paul declares a trnth—He that is dead 
fo sin, is free from sin. Paul was free from sin, so 
jut, for Paul to under- 
take to prove, that he is free from sin, in the present 


far as he was dead to it. 


tense, because in the future tense, when he should 
Le physically dead, he should be free from sin, would 
be a ridiculous absurdity. No. Paul knew his sub- 
ject too well to speak of it in terms so equivocal as 
to leave the hearer in doubt of his meaning; and 


Paul was too able a logician to place, in his argu- 
inent, the effect before the cause existed ! 

R. considers Paul to have forgotten “all about 
the purity of Christ in his immortal existence,” 
unless we allow that he spoke of the future state, 
when he said, “ He that is dead is freed from sin,” 
X&c. 


This is the strangest argument we have seen 
What! Shall we conclude that Paul “ forgot 
all about” every particle and particular that he did 
not mention, as recorded, in this short chapter ? 
Pray, how could Paul, or those to whom he wrote, 
doubt the future purity of Christ ; or feel it indis- 
pensable to assert on all occasions tins truth, when 
they knew that Christ was pure in the flesh? Who 


yet. 


For Paul is speaking of 
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ever doubted the purity of Christ? Paul is speak- 

ing of the present, not the future. 

R., at last, contradicts himself, in a manner so 
palpable, and, at the same time, soexcellently done 
to disprove his own hypothesis, and establish our 
views, that we shall merely point the reader to this 
evidence, and close this article. In his fifth para- 
graph, R. says, in allusion to believers “ being dead 
with Christ,” &c. “ Here let me ask, why did the 
apostle say, ‘if we be dead totth Christ?” What 
need was there of adding the words with Christ, 
unless he bad referred to the literal death of Christ?” 
&e. &c. But, R. adds, “as he evidently referred 
to the literal death ot Christ, we see the propriety 
of his saying, ‘ Now, if we be dead [literally !!!] 
with Christ,’ which was the same that he meant in 
the fourth verse by being buried with him by baptism 
into death.” Very good, and R. in his fourth para- 
graph has told us what this is, in the following words: 
* Know ye not that so many of us as were baptized 
into Jesus Christ, were baptized into his death ” 
i.e. into the likeness of it. To be baptized into Christ, 
is to be baptized ito his spirit and temper ; it is to 
* put on Christ ;’ it is to be * made like unto the Son 
of God.’ This was the way (see verse 4,) in which 
they were ‘ buried with him by baptism into death ;’ 
namely, death to sin.” Then, after all, on R.’s 
own confession, the death spoken of, is “a death to 
sin!” Well, this is the truth. He that is dead fo 
sin, is free from sin. Now we understand all that 
Paul intended, verse 7th, wheve he says, “ He that 
is dead is freed from sin.” 

—p>—— 
GOD’S CREATION. 

“ For the earnest expectation of the creature wait- 
eth for the manifestation of the sons of God. For 
the creature was made subject to vanity, not wil- 
lingly, but by reason of him who hath subjected 
the same in hope.—Rom. viii. 19, 20. 

That the Scriptures have been grossly perverted 
to suit the views of different religious sects, isa 
truth which is evident from the fact, that the differ- 
ent religious sects believe and explain the Scrip- 
tures in a manner and meaning altogether incon- 
gruous and discordant. For it is impossible for ten 
men who differ, or any number greater than one, to 
believe the truth ; for the cogent reason that truth is 
one. Whenever two men differ in their belief of 
a fact, or position, or principle, one of them must 
be wrong ; for a truth cai never contradict itself. 

The passage now under consideration coniains 
or teaches truth. The prominent feature is, that 
God’s “ creation was made subject to vanity, [that 
is, a sinful state,} not willingly, [volens, gladly, or 
wantonly, on the part of the Maker, and without a 
good end in view,} but by reason of him who hath 
subjected, {that is, made the creation subject to a 
sinful state] in hope.” It is contended by some, 
that the creature or creation here spoken of, is the 
brute creation! Those who advocate this hypothe- 
sis, probably are aware, that an admission that the 
human creation are those spoken of by the apostle, 
would go to prove the doctrine of the salvation cf 
all mankind. Teo avoid this disagreeable conclu- 
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sion, that their neighbours shall be eventually as 
happy as themselves, they virtually exclude them- 
selves, as well as others, from the benefit of this tes- 
timony, and do it with, we hope, an unthinking ac- 
knowledgment, that they will prefer the company 
of mules and jack-asses in their future heaven, to 
that of their own flesh and blood! We will not 
refrain from saying, that the man who, deliberately 
and of choice, perverts this passage to exalt and 
glorify brutes, to the exclusion of his own flesh and 
blood, gives evidence of a mind and disposition bet- 
ter fitted for the company of mules and jack-asses, 
whose cause he advocates, than for the company of 
mankind, whom he consigns to misery and wo! 
This conclusion is a fair one. For we must con- 
clude, that a man prefers the society of those, 
whose cause he voluntarily advocates to the exclu- 
sion of others. This mulish, obstinate disposition, 
is for ever at war with truth; and has been mani- 
fested by some of the titled doctors in their unhal- 
lowed efforts to destroy the hope which God, the 
Maker of mankind, has implanted in the bosom of 
all his intelligent offspring. If there exists a more 
hellish and detestable disposition in man than this, 
we confess we are strangers even to the name of it. 
[tis the destroyer of the hopes of man, who is the 
worst devil that has infested our race.* 

It is with a view to correct the error in the mind 
of the honest man, who has been led astray by the 
misconstruction of titled destroyers of the hope of 
man, that we now offer the subsequent remarks. 

The grand question which must settle the subject 
in dispute, is, Who are intended or signified by the 
term ktisis, rendered creature, and creation, in Rom. 
viii.? We say, mankind, en masse, are intended. 
We invite all or any who differ from this conclu- 
sion, to publish their objections and arguments in 
this paper. We give proof, as follows: 

First. Paul, in the connexion both preceding and 
following the text, is speaking of men, and not of 
brutes. Paul is speaking of those who are led by 
the Spirit of God, and of those who are not led by 
God’s Spirit. 

Second. In the verse immediately preceding the 
text, Paul says, “ For I reckon, that the suiferings 
of this present time are not worthy lo be compared 
with the glory which shall be revealed in us.” 
Then Paul adds, “ For the earnest expectation of 
the creature, [creation] waiteth for the manilesta- 
tion of the sons of God.” When Paul uses the 
term us, does he mean brutes? Or does Paul 
abruptly leap from his subject, and speak of brutes? 
Are brutes waiting in earnest expectation for the 
manifestation of the sons of God? Or, was Paul 
and his compeers waiting in earnest expectation 
that brutes would become the sons of God ? 

Third. We ask, when was it proved that the brute 
creation are sinners? Until this can be done, and 
it shall be made to appear, that brutes have trans- 
gressed! God's law, and are included with man in 
the covenant of redemption in 


unbelief, and in 
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mindeta pretend 


biuies | 
sery bis own flesh and blood, in a Hell? * O, ye serpents’ 


\ e ceverauen ci vipers 


Christ Jesus, it must be conceded that brutes wom 


uo part nor Jot in the matter, so far as this chapte, 
isconcerned. If brutes are children, then they ae 
included ; for it was the children’s flesh and blood 
which Christ took part of. 

Fourth. Paul adds, verse 21st, “Because the 
creature [Klisis, crea TiON| itself also shall be de 
livered trom the bondage of corruption, into the 
glorious liberty of the children of God.” The 
reason why the creation spoken of shall be deliver 
ed from the bondage of corruption into the glorious 
liberty of the children of God, is, because they are 
the “offspring of God.” Are brutes the offspring 
of God, in the same sense that man, who is created 
in the image of God, is God’s offspring ? Who can 
answer thisin the affirmative: If not answered in the 
affirmative, how can it follow, that God will reject 
his own offspring, and confer his greatest favou 
on an inferior grade of beings! 

Fifth. Paul in the residue of this chapter mor 
fully explains his subject of the creation’s deliver 
ance from the “bondage of corruption into the 
glorious liberty of the children of God.” He de. 
clares of Christ, that God “ delivered him up for us 
all;” and asks, “ How shall he not with him als: 
freely give us all things?” Paul also informs us, 
that whom God foreknew, “ he also did predestinat: 
to be conformed to the image of his Son, that he 
[his Son} might be the first-born among many 
brethren.” Reader, strange as it may appear, there 
are those who profess to honour God and Christ 
who virtually contend, that the many brethren herve 
spoken of, as the brethren of Christ, ave mules and 
jack-asses, and all the variety of the dunxd brute 
creation!!! 

What extravagance will next be produced by 
This 
mad hypothesis, this more than brutish, dishonoura- 
ble, unfeeling and cruel trait in orthodoxy, which we 


man’s religious insanity, God only knows. 


have considered, deserves, m var humble opinion, 
the strongest possible disavowal which language 
can furnish. We detest it. t none but its ad 
mirers be offended; and may we never receive the 
approbation, nor desire the fellowship, in any shay 
whatever, of the wretch who can deliberately and 
joyfully consign his fellow-men to misery, and 
choose the company of jack-asses in his heaven 
These religionists, to say the least, exhibit a very 
bad taste in the selection of their future compa 
nions ! 

Reader, if you see any thing of the ridiculous 
or the contemptible iv this, remember, it is because 
the doctrine we are examining is a ridiculous and 
contemptible doctrine. The phrase mules and 
jack-asses, we must confess, may offend delicate 
ears ; but we only call brutes by their proper names. 
and cannot conceive that orthodox religionists woule 
be better pleased to have it said they are solicitous 
to glorify bears, and wolves, and skunks, to the ex 
clusion of their fellow-men, than the particula: 
brutes we have mentioned. 

Should aiman that he valued shilling pie- 


ces more than dollars, or cents than guimeas, Whe 


Heciars 





would believe him’ When a man values biutes 
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ae than men, who were created in the image of 

God, by his professed faith in their future glory, and 

man’s future ignominy and wretchedness, his real 

sincerity can be very easily estimated. We find Paul 
exercised with an almost agonizing sensibility, and 
sympathy for his brethren after the flesh; but ne- 
yer do we hear Paul advocating the future blessed- 
ness of brutes, and joytuliy damning his fellows. 

It has been anew and more modern invention of 
mau’s devil, or of the devil man, which has ushered 

into being this detestable hypothesis, and assailed 
with anew weapon, and at another avenue, the hope 
of man. 

Jnstances have occurred, though rarely, that a 
foolish woman has consigned her infant to the arms 
of a stranger, and indulged the whim of cherishing 
a dog in her bosom. But this has been the whim of a 
shortlived frenzy. The absurd hypothesis we have 
examined, consigns interminably, world without 
end, the offspring of God who are created in his 
image, to misery extreme ; and raises ignorant ond 
senseless brutes, in their stead, to the abodes of pu- 
sity and blessedness. However it may accord with the 
feelings of a benevolent heart, to suppose that a just 
and mercitul Creator will never permit any of the 
inferior creatures whom He hath made to be even- 
tually the losers by their existence, it must always 
be repugnant to reason, to suppose the Scriptures, 
which are a revelation to man of God’s purpose in 
man’s creation, can teach the doctrine of the re- 
surrection of brutes to God’s own immortality and 
glory. 

To conclude—we express our firm conviction in 
the power of the Creator, to effect a miraculous 
change in the mind of misguided man, to that de- 
zree, that he shall be brought to know, that his fel- 
low-man, created in the image of the God of the 
universe, is more valuable in the sight of his Ma- 
ker, than adumb and insensible brute ; however the 
future recipient of this change may now exult in 
his choice of brutes for tenants of his heaven, whose 
jualifications are no better fitted to the station he 
so generously exalts them, than his principles are 
befitting the head, or his feelings the heart, of a 
Christian, 

ati 
From the (Buffalo, NV. Y¥.) Gospel Advocate. 
SOCIETY FOR MELIORATING THE CON- 
DITION OF THE JEWS. 

Mr. Noah of the N. ¥. Nat. Adv. speaking of the 
difficulties which have occurred in that society, 
aud the exposition of certain facts set forth in an 
aucle extracted fiom the Commercial Adv. in 
our last paper, says, 

Considerable time was consumed in admitting 
delegates from auxiliary societies ; the Treasurer’s 
report was then read. It appeared that there was 
something like $15,000 loaned on hypothecated 
stocks ; thatthe last year’s income was about $8000, 
and the expenditures something like $7000. ‘This 
expenditure created some surprise, when the fact 
Was known that no converts had been made during 
the vear ;—but it was quite satisfactorily explained, 
When We learnt, that with the bire of a farm. with 





paying agents, printers, purchasing stock for the 
farm, and providing for three or four converted gen- 
tlemen, of two years standing, who were enjoying 
themselves at said farm in Weschester, the sum was 
accounted for. 

Among the items of expenditure was one for the 
purchase of an English bull, and a pleasure wa- 
gon; what part the bull was to take in converting 
the Jews I could not discover. ‘The Annual Re- 
port was then read: The committee set forth, that 
they were doing well, tor though they had made no 
converts since last advices, still they had hopes— 
that they had received several gentlemen on the 
farm—parted with Mr. Frey, first paying $1000 of 
his debts, and concluded by recommending achange 
in that section of their constitution which was to 
provide a farm and pay for the support of converts. 

George Wilson, Esq. made a speech in favour of 
rejecting the report. His argumeuts were, that the 
constitution bad provided who should transact the 
business of that society; but, in open violation of 
such provision, there had been a vile caucus, con- 
trary to the laws of God and Man, and a number of 
persons were marched into the committee room, 
who had no right to act as directors, and the report 
was spurious and irregular, or, ashe termed it, * vi- 
perous.” The sharp shooting then commenced 
The report was opposed and advocated with much 
warmth. The pious Col. Wm, L. Stone made two 
or three pithy speeches in its favour, without effect ; 
for, on taking the question, the report was rejected 
ten to one.—Here the matter rests. 

It seems that there is a party in that society who 
wish to divert its funds to missionary objects, in fa- 
vor of a certain college in the eastern states; and 
there is another party who honestly desire to use the 
funds for the very object for which they were raise:' 
This confusion has arisen from a cause probably not 
generally known. When the bill to incorporate this 
society was before the legislature, the title was, the 
Society for Evangelizing the Jews. Iwas at Albany 
during the session, and my friend. Mr. Ulshoeffer, 
wished the title altered, from delicacy towards me. 
He probably thought that while the party had a Jew 
for their political editor, it would be rather ungra- 
cious, under his very nose, to pass an act converting 
him to Christianity. If he was an efficient politi- 
cian, as a Jew, it was a moot point whether that px - 
litical acumen would be sharpened by his convei- 
sion—and actually to save my feelings, the title of 
the bill was altered to an act for “ Meliorating the 
condition of the Jews.” A very indefinite title ir- 
deed. I protest. against it, and urged the honest 
and candid avowal of the real object, namely, The 
Society for Evangelizing the Jews; but they over- 
ruled me.—Hence the origin of their difficulties. 

The Society was intended to convert the Jews— 
to induce them to turn Christians. Instead, there- 
fore, of going forward with the doctrine of Christi- 
anity on their tongues, and its good principles in 
their hearts-~instead of appealing to the judgment 
and discrimination of the Jews—instead of acts of 
confidence—of benevolence—of kind feeling and 
generous sentiments—instead of practical efforts of 
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utility, they endeavored to obtain converts by ap- 
pealing to their cupiditv—by bringing them on a 
tarm—by providing for their indolent wants—by 
making religion confortable, luxurious, and desira- 
ble. They failed, and should fail—a bad Jew, thus 
purchased, can never make a good Christian. If they 
will have missionaries, let them appeal to Christian 
governments to modify their edicts concerning the 
Jews—let them induce the Pope not to lock them 
up at might in the Ghetto—let them persuade the 
Germanic powers, that the Jews should be permit- 
ted to live and walk where they please—let them 
convince the king of Spam that burning Jews at 
the stake, and torturing them in the Inquisition, are 
unchristianlike acts. Let them endeavor to ad- 
vance the character and soften the condition of the 
Jews, and when they have, by these temporal acts of 
kindness, meliorated that condition, then let them 
talk spiritually. Ut will be in order then, and not 
till then. 
—<p— 
SOCIETY FOR MELIORATING THE CON- 
DITION OF THE JEWS. 

Under the above head we find an article in the 
Commercial Advitiser, which exhibits the “ naked- 
ness” of the money-getting schemes of the day.— 
Who does not know that great exertions have been 
made by our orthodox friends to accumulate funds 
for the above society under the pretence of convert- 
ing the Jews, and after perusing the article from the 
Advertiser now alluded to, who, we ask, will not 
know, that hypocrisy, craft, and rank dishonesty, 


have at length been disclosed in the proceedings of 


this truly jewish society. But the half has not been 
yettold. Reader, peruse the following statement 
for yourself! 


a 


SOCIETY FOR MELIORATING THE 
CONDITION OF THE JEWS. 

The Fourth Anniversary of the Society for Me- 
liarating the condition of the Jews, was held yes- 
terday, in the Brick Church in Beekman-street. 
The Parson Dr. Blatchford, of Lansingburgh, pre- 
sided. The exercises were opened by prayer by the 
Parson S. E. Dwight, of New-Haven. The Annual 
Report of the Treasurer was presented by D. Board- 
man, Esq. who fills that office. The Recording Secre- 
tary, [the Parson James G. Ogilvie,| then read the 
Anoual Report of the Board of Managers.—This 
document gave a succinct history of the Society’s 
operations during the past year, trom which it was 
pretty evident that the transactions of the Society 
had been of a very unsuccessful and unfortunate 
character. A farm had been purchased in West- 
chester, for the commencement of the Utopian 
scheme of colonization, and a few Jews placed 
thereon ; but they most, if not all, refused to con- 
form to the regulations, and soon abandoned it. 
And in the course of the year, a vast amount of mo- 
ney, say seven or eight thousand dollars, has been 
expended. In the course of the Report an amend- 
ment to the Constitution was proposed by the 
Board, contemplating the substitution of foreign 





ee 
missions among the Jews, instead of the visionary 
scheme now provided for—as no amendment cay 
be made except at the annual meeting, and on the 
recommendation of the Board. The venerable Dr. 
Perkins, of West Hartford, moved the acceptance 
and printing of the Report. George Wilson, Esq. 
rose in opposition to the motion, and commenced 
speaking ; but the Chair hereupon suggested that 
the bare acceptance of the report did not commit 
the Society to adopt it, and therefore, perhaps it 
would be better for the gentleman to allow this 
question to be put, and then make such motion upon 
the subject as he might deem proper. Mr. Wilson 
replied that he understood what he was about; and 
as his object was to show that the document was not 
the Report of the Board, but a spurious document, 
he wished to meet it now. He then proceeded a 
much length to give a history of the transactions of 
the Society, for some weeks past, from which we 
gathered the fact that a sufficient number of gentle- 
men, not liking the manner in which the Society's 
concerns were managed, had lately availed them- 
selves of a provision of the Constitution which 
creates every person on the payment of five dollars 
a Director, paid that amount, taken their seats at 
the Board, and sanctioned this Report, with the re- 
commendation of the proposed amendment to the 
Constitution. These directors, Mr. W. contended, 
were not directors in fact, but only in name, as the 
constitution declares that the affairs of the Society 
shall be managed by a Board consisting of certain 
officers, and thirty-six directors to be elected annu 
ally for that purpose. Mr. Wilson spoke with con 
siderable warinth, and some warmth was manifest- 
ed in reply—not upon the main question, for that 
was only discussed upon one side—but upon sun- 
dry questions of order, which every now and then 
were interposed. Finally, the question, after much 
desultory debate, was divided, so as to vote on the 
acceptance of the report merely ; and the question 
being put, the society refused to accept it by a very 
large majority. Dr. Spring then moved that the 
society proceed to the election of officers, which 
motion was seconded. Dr. M‘Leod opposed this 
motion at the present stage of the proceedings, as 
he wished to have a constitutional question, upon 
the qualification of voters, &c. first disposed ot 
And here arose another desultory debate, which re- 
sulted in the adoption of Dr. Spring’s motion, and 
the Parson Mr. Patten, and D. S. Lyon, Esq. were 
appointed tellers. It now appeared that the friends 
of a revolution in the society were prepared with 
printed ballots—whereupon the gentlemen of the 
other side declared that it was unfair—that they had 
been taken by surprise, &c.; and they demanded 
an adjournment for one hour, to give them time 
to prepare their ballots. Against this course, it 
was urged, that the ballot having been commenced, 
a motion to adjourn could not be received unti! the 
election should have been completed. Again the 
discussion became animated, when the Parson Mr 
Reed, of Charleston, proposed a prayer, that all 
angry and acrimonious feelings might be allayed 
This proposition was acceded to, and the chair re- 
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quested Mr. Reed to address the Throne of Grace. 
He did so, in a very impressive manner ; after which 
the vote of adjournment was taken, and decided in 
the negative, 35 to 32. The election then proceed- 
ed, and resulted in the success of the printed ticket, 
by a majority of 11. A motion to reconsider the 
vote rejecting the Annual Report, was then made ; 
but it being three o’clock, and the meeting having 
commenced at ten, the motion was not persisted in, 
and after another short discussion upon various sug- 
gestions as to what should next be done, the Socie- 
ty adjourned sine die, without taking any other 
question. 

We have thus given a brief and impartial sketch 
of the proceedings. From the rejection of the 
Report, no amendment was made to the Constitu- 
tion; and as the newly elected Board is decidedly 
hostile to the colonizing project, while they have no 
right to divert the funds to a Jewish mission until 
an amendment shall be made, it is clear that no- 
thing will be done for a year to come; when it is 
hoped that measures will be taken to have the tunds 
applied to some useful purpose. The rejection of 
the Report is claimed in this morning’s Advocate, 
as a triumph of those in favour of the original plan 
of the Society. But it is notso. The Report was 
rejected by the votes of those who made the change, 
for the reason, principally, that they did not wish 
to send forth a document so plataly disclosing the 
“nakedness of the land.” 


——<j>— 
HUMAN DOCTRINES. 
~ Every plant, which my heavenly Father hath not 


planted, shall be rooted up.” —Matt. xv. 13. 

Thus spake Christ. He discoursed with his dis- 
ciples of the doctrine of the scribes and Pharisees, 
to whom he had been addressing himself; and re- 
proved them, for transgressing the commandment 
ot God by their traditions ; saying, “ In vain do they 
woiship me, teaching for doctrines the command- 
ments of men.” The false doctrines which men 
command their fellows. to receive, shall be rooted 
hp. God, our heavenly Father, will :oot them up ; 
for we have Christ’s word for it. 

It behooves all honest men to ponder these things. 
All should inquire, and make a rigid scrutiny into 
the doctiines which men command ; whether they 
be clergymen or laymen who command their fel- 
lows to receive doctrines as the doctrines of God 
aud Christ. Every doctrine is a doctrine of God, or 
a doctrine of man. If of God, it shall stand. If 
of man, it shall be “rooted up ;” it shall come to 
nought. 

The doctrines which men command, being anti, 
opposed to Chiist’s doctrine, which he taught, and 
which he often declared to be the doctrine of the 
Father who sent him, are essentially the doctrines 
of the devil. Christ has for ever settled the ques- 
tion relative to the quality of all doctrines proceed- 
ing from man, in opposition to God’s will and pur- 
poses; by saying to Peter, when Peter savoured the 
things of men in opposition to the things of God, 
“ Get thee behind me, Satan!” Reader, you have 
the example of Christ; follow it. Resist the devil, 





or Satan, whenever, and wherever you find him. 
When men, however dignified in their own, or in 
the opinion of their adherents, address you, with 
commands to receive the doctrines of men, in op- 
position to the doctrines of Christ, let the language 
of your heart be, “ Get thee behind me, Satan !” 
The doctrines of God and Christ may always be 
known by their harmony and agreement with the 
wisdom which is from above ; which “ is first pure, 
then peaceable, gentle, easy to be entreated, tull of 
mercy and good fruits, without partiality, and with- 
(James iii. 17.) This supertative- 
ly admirable description of God's wisdom, can ne- 
ver fail of proving an infallible criterion to all who 
seek it. 


out hypocrisy.” 


This wisdom may be considered as the 
great governing principle of action in the Deny. [t 
is a full exhibition, although multum in parvo, of 
God’s glorious and lovely character. All God's 
doctrines are dictated by, and, consequently, im 
perfect harmony with, His wisdum. 
for the mind that is not poisoved with bhaman tradi 
tions, to contemplate this glorious exhibition of the 


It is unpossible 


mind of Deity, as portrayed in the description of 
His wisdom, and not exult in the knowledge of 
such transcendent goodness, such unbounded mercy 
and love! 

Here is my antidote against all the decepions of 


he 


? 


the adversary of man. Let your commis to 
belief of your doctrines, ye titled preiaits, be + 
in all the vapouring of spiritual pride, aud « 


Pei 


superciliousness; I am “doubly armed!” Ay 


your dogmas, and brandist) your thieats. being 
forth, in damning array, your marshalled hosts of 
anathemas and invective, and [I will prove tucm 
with the wisdom from above, and that sliall ‘* ruot 
them up.” 

Reader, as you valye truth, and peace of mind, 
regard these things. Examine the doctrines whe- 
ther they be of God, or whether they be of men. If 
the doctrines offered for your acceptance, are in 
perfect agreement with the wisdom from above, 
they are of God; receive them, and bind them 
about your heart. But, when doctrines are com- 
manded by men, which are not “pure, peaceable, 
gentle, easy to be entreated, full of merey and good 
fruits, without partiality, and without hypocrisy,” 
away with them—reject them as you wouid turn 
from the embrace of a fiend reeking in the blood of 
a thousand murders; for they are the begotten of 
the devil ; they are the offspring of hell. 

—>>— 
SCRIPTURE ILLUSTRATED. 

There isa harmony and agreement in truth, which 
can never be the result of error and misconstruc- 
tion. The Scriptures may be considered under the 
figure of a majestic tree; the roots of which are 
invisible to mau, and support it, as the Author of 
revelation supports the truth He has promulgated. 
The trunk of the tree answers to the great leading 
truth of revelation, relative to the being, character, 
and purposes of God. The principal branches, to 
the conclusions resulting from the great truth first 
mentioned; while the numerous smaller branches 
and ramifications of the vegetable, spow the diffu- 
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sive evidence, all in kind, of the truths of revela- 
tion. Agreement is the test of truth; disagreement 
of falsehood. When we discover a tree bearing 
two kinds of fruit, we are convinced that one kind 
ts illegitimate, and the contrivance of the husband- 
man, who has grafted a strange scion into the tree, 
of a different quality. ‘Thus translators of the 
Scriptures have grafted sprouts from the Calvinistic 
and other trees, into the Scripture tree. This de- 
ception can always be discovered with as much cer- 
tainty, as the deception practised by the husband- 
man. The fruit is not of a kind and quality. First 
ascertain the fruit of the tree, and the fruit of any 
branch which differs, must be the spurious work of 
man. 

God is the Author of truth; and “ God is love.” 
Love, then, is the root, the cause of all, and the 
fruit must not, cannot be hatred! “The tree,” 
says Christ, “is known by its fruit.” Here, then, 
is the grand criterion. Love, infinite, immutable, 
and ever-existing, is the great root or cause, from 
which proceeds all the good to man. If evil is 
produced, it cannot be of a legitimate origin, but 
must cease when its cause is removed. The root is 
Love—the trunk o° the tree is of the same quality 
of the root, and so are the branches; and the fruit 
is the product, the very quintessence and virtue, and 
excellence of the vegetable. Thus of God’s reve- 
lation to man. Love made it. Love is the subject 
of it. Love is the object of it. And as it com- 
menced in Love, it will end in Love; when it shail 
be fulfilled in every heart, and God’s universal bene- 
ficence live and reign triumphantly in every bosom. 
For the “tree of life” bears fruit for the healing of 
the nations, and its roots are continually wet and 
fructified by “the pure river of the waters of life, 
clear as crystal, proceeding out of the throne of 
God and the Lamb.” (See Rev. xxii. 1.) 

ee 

TO THE EDITORS OF RELIGIOUS PUBLICATIONS, 

Greeting : 

(We will feel obliged to you, brother editors, 
if you will give this‘article an insertion in your 
respective papers; with such remarks, of course, 
as you may feel in duty disposed to make. 

CORRECTION OF ERRORS. 

We have observed that nearly all the religious 
publications in the United States of America, of 
every sect, including Universalists, are in the con- 
stant practice of PERVERTING the Scriptures, by 
publishing the supplies of the translators in Roman 
characters, as parts of the text; notwithstanding the 
translators have made a distinction between their 
supplies and the text of the original, and uniformly 
printed the same in Italics. In our opinion, such 
practices deserve severe reproof. It is in very deed 
deceiving the reader, and authorizing additions to 
God's revelation to man. 

The very equivocal constructions which can be 
put upon certain sayings, will show at once the per- 
nicious consequences of the practice we reprobate. 
The phrase, “ will by no means clear the guilty,” is 
by those called orthodox, considered as positive tes- 
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Even Universalists publish this phrase in Roman 
characters, and palm it upon their readers as Scrip- 
ture, with a view to prove that sinners wil] suffer, 
either in this world or another, the Just punishment 
of their sins. If proof of this is necessary, there 
are portions of Scripture which furnish the proof 
without the trouble of perverting them for that pur- 
pose. We never yet read, in our Bible, the decla. 
ration, that “ God will by no means clear the guil- 
ty.” We will fee! obliged to any person who wil} 
inform us what book, chapter, and verse contains 
this declaration. We read, Exod. xxxiv. 6, 7, 9; 
“ forgiving iniquity, transgression, and sin, and that 
will by no means clear the guilty.” The words 
“ the guilty,” are a supply by the translators. The 
best Hebraists have rendered this passage as follows 
—* forgiving iniquity, transgression, and sin, and 
CLEANSING.” That is, acquitting the pardoned 
sinner, purified from all his transgressions. The 
idea that God is, asthe passage declares, “ mereifi] 
and gracious,” &c. “ forgiving iniquity, transgres- 
sion, and sin,” and, at the same time, not merciful. 
not forgiving, but punishing, or tormenting the 
sinner, is, to say the least, very absurd and incon. 
gruous. 

We hope our brother editors will seriously take 
this matter into their consideration; and, if they 
please, subject us to as much censure as the occasion 
will let them, if we are troubling them with erro- 
neous propositions unnecessarily. 

Query. Would it not be well to think of this 
matter when a sermon is published ? 

—p— 

OLD TIMES AND MODERN TIMES. 

We read, Acts xvii. 32, “ When they [the Athe 
nians} heard of the resurrection of the dead, some 
mocked ; and others said, We will hear thee again 
of this.” It is the same now. When the pious, 
good, orthodox people hear of the resurrection of 
the dead, to life, an immortality of ceaseless bliss 
and glory, they wii mock; or if, perchance, they 
say, “ We will hear thee again of this,” they are 
careful to keep away. Reader, it is the resurrection 
of the dead sinner, to a glorious immortality, which 
is the burden and song of the Gospel. What say- 
est thou ? Wilt thou hear us again of this? If so, 
believe and rejoice, for thou shalt be raised in the 
heavenly image, incorruptible, and in glory. 

—>— 
ORDINATION. 

On Tuesday evening, the 20th ultimo, in the 
First Universalist Church in this city, Brother 
William Hagadorn was set apart to the work of the 
gospeb ministry, by solemn and public ordination 
by Brother Abner Kneeland, assisted by the Des- 
cons of the said Church. Although the evening 
was rainy and unpleasant, yet a very respectable au- 
dience attended, and Brother Hagadorn delivered 4 
very appropriate discourse on the occasion, from | 
Tim. iv. 14—16 inclusive. Brother Hagadorn 's 
labouring at present to general acceptance in the 
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timony to prove the endless misery of the sinner. 


Payable in Advance. 





